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PREFACE 


T  O    T  H  E 


THIRD    EDITION. 


f  j  }HE  Confejfionalift,  poor  man  !  has  been 
I      haunted  for  many  years  withfuch  alarm* 
ing  ideas  of  a  Political  Christianity,,  that 
he  is  at  a  lofs  to  diftinguijh  between  the  ends 
and  ufes  of  religion,  and  its  proper  fupp  or  ts — 
He  cannot  comprehend  a  religious  ejlablijhment 
in  any  other  light,  than  an  attempt  to  remove 
religion  from  its  own  proper  bajis  of  a  divine 
authority,  and  to  place  it  upon  the  weak  foun 
dation  of  human  authority He  charges  the 

Church  of  England  with  inconjijlency,  in  re 
quiring  the  affent  of  her  'Teachers  to  articles 
of  religion,  to  which  the  laity  are  not  called 
upon  to  give  their  ajj'ent -,  not  difcerning  the 
manifeji  difference  between  a  rule  to  direffi  the 
faith  and  practice  of  the  laity,  and  a  proper 

precaution. 


C  -iv.  } 

precaution  to  be  taken  from  the  clergy,  that 
the  people  committed  to  their  charge  may  not  be 
mijled,  leaving  to  them  at  the  fame  time  the 
free,  ex er fife  of  tjoeir  own  private  judgment  : 
nor  yet  attending  to  the  propriety  of  requiring 
the  clergy  tofubfcribe  to  the  doctrines  which  they 
are  appointed  to  teach,  and  at  the  fame  time  the 
manifeft  impropriety  there  would  be,  in  calling 
upon  the  people  to  fubfcribe  to  the  doftrines 

'which  they  are  to  be  taught He  brands  the 

admirable  beauty  of  an  injtitution  of  order,  re 
gularity,  and  unanimity,  where  neverthelefs 
there  is  no  claim  to  any  abfolute  judge  or  deci- 
five  judgment  in  the  cafe,  120  polity,  church,  or 
communion,  that  is  not  plainly  fallible,  'with 

the  exorbitancy  of  ecclefiaflical  tyranny 

He  marks  the  private  opinions  of  doctors  and 
prelates,  for  the  received  doSrines  of  the  eftab- 
lifhed  church.  But  the  courteous  Reader  will 
not  therefore  make  a  demand  upon  an  un-ve- 
tained  pleader  in  defence  of  the  eftablifh- 
ment,  'who  is  not  at  all  anxious  about  the  lofs 
of  his  fee,  to  vindicate  the  conduct  of  parti 
cular  churchmen;  if  any  have  been  intoxicated 
with  power  and  pre-eminence,  or  have  been 
tempted  to  extend  their  dominion  beyond  its 
eftabliflied  bounds,  or  ad:  the  parts  of  true 
profelytes  with  a  violence  and  precipitation 
proportioned  to  the  fufpiciors  their  old  al 
lies  might  entertain  of  their  hankering  after 
their  old  deviations.  //  will  be  well,  it  fccms, 

if 


iftf-^  fon  of  the  Church  can  remove  a  jea- 
loufy  concerning  himfelf,  of  hankering  after 
the  Romifh  fuperftition.  The  following  anec 
dote  may  fuffice.  A  certain  prelate  was  lament 
ing  not  very  long  Jince,  that  the  clergy  of  the 
church  of  England  do  not  meet  with  the  fame 
refpeft  from  the  laity,  as  the  clergy  of  the 
'Romifh  church:  to  'whom  this  Church- cham 
pion,  who  accidentally  fat  at  his  right-hand 
in  a  large  company,  replied-,  Tie  hoped,  they 
/iC.'uer  would. 

The  kind  reception  which  the   ConfeJJional 
has  met  with  among  many,  as  well  known  for 
their  fh allow  wit  as  their  profound  hypocrify, 
who  are  inter  ejied  in  the  Juccefs  of  its  dejign, 
is  neither  an  argument  of  its  merit,   which  the 
author  would  injinuate,  nor  yet  of  that  public 
love  of  liberty,  to  which  he  more  direffly  im 
putes  it :  it  falls  in,  'very  luckily  for  the  book- 
feller,  with  the  fafhionable  humour,   which  al- 
mojl  univerfally  prevails,  of  Jinding  fault  with 
every  part  of  the  ejlablifoment,  in  diretf  oppo- 
Jition  to   truth  and  experience,  and  the  mojl 
approved  principles  of  Protejlant  liberty  -,  it  is 
manifestly  the  refult  of  a  wild  and  miftaken  zeal 
for  what  is  called,  with  little  meaning  and  much 
off  elation,  an  abfolute,  uncontrouled,  equal,, 
and  impartial  Liberty  -,  whereby  infidelity  and 
religion  are  placed  upon  the  fame  footing,  and 
the  defence  of  Chrijlianity  againjl  heathens  and 
idolaters  muji  be  totally  abandoned. 

The 


[   vi   3 

The  plain  meaning  of  the  title  of  the  book  is 
now  generally  under  flood  to  be  this:  th$$the 
Author  being  feized  with  an  epidemical  ma 
lady  makes  this  public  confeffion — that  he  is 
a  Revolter  from  the  ajjent  which  he  has  for 
merly  given,  not  merely  upon  trufl  and  the  au 
thority  of  others,  but  at  a  time  of  life  when 
he  might  be  prejumed  to  have  formed  his  reli 
gious  principles  upon  conviction,  and  after  the 
moft   minute   examination   of  the  doElrines  of 
Chriftianity .     'The  holding-in  'clergy  are  ever 
ready  to  fay,   that  with  refpebT:  to  the  minifte- 
rial  calling  there  is  an  obligation  upon  them 
prior   to   all  ftipulations   with   the  eftablifoed 
church  -,  and  it  would  be  well,  if  they  flopped 
here :  but  thefe  happy  cafuifts,  upon  the  fame 
plan  g/Telf-confiftency,  do  not  befit  ate  to  con- 
Jider  therrifelves  as  called  by  the  fame  good  pro 
vidence  of  God  to  many  legal  emoluments  in 
pojjejjion,  or  greater  in  reverjion. 
M.  Reader,  whoever  thou  art,  who  may  eft  here 
after  per -ufe  this  fatherleis  production  of  the 
prefs,  be  not  Jurprized  at  fuch  a  mafter-piece 
of  controverfy,  Jince  the  unknown  author  has 
given  you  fair  notice  in  an  additional  preface, 
that  he  does  not  love  diftindions.     Yet  the 
fame  fturdy  polemic  is  ready  to  tell  us,  that  the 
Jaying  aileep  of  controveriies  is  in  effect  a 
fhiftmg  nearer  to  popery,    though  he  means 
nothing  more  than  the  gratification  of  his  own 
ambition  in  being  placed  at  the  head  of  a  fac 
tion, 


tion,  while  his  pretended  fophiftry  and  dange 
rous  reafonings  are  railed  at  'with  all  the  bit- 
ternefs  and  vehemence  of  argument.  It  is 
therefore  much  better  to  leave  them  at  their 
full  value  with  the  public,  ejpecially  as  they 
form  already  a  pretty  bulky  volume  of  con- 
troverfy,  than  to  gratify  the  author  in  the 
method)  which  be  fo  loudly  calls  for,  ofanfwer 
and  refutation.  Perhaps  the  milder  way  of  ri 
dicule  will  be  more  effectual.  'To  which  purpofe 
the  pleafantry  of  one,  though  not  of  his  own 
friends,  yet  by  whofe  fuperior  judgment  he 
might  have  profited,  mujl  not  be  omitted,  who 
enriched  his  title-page  with  this  motto  :' 

Cur  potius  nomen  non  dedit  ARGO  tibl? 

Thus  Argo  with  much  labour,  in  the  fpace 
Of  many  years  conftrutted,  fail'd  oer  Greece 
With  mighty  men  of  arms  to  fetch  the  golden 
fleece. 

BLACK 's  Prince  Arthur. 

There  are  not  wanting  ludicrous  perfonages  for 
the  drama.  The  ConfeJJionalifk  himfelf  ajjumes 
the  character  of  Tiphys,  navis  molitor,  who 
governed  the  helm.  The  Examiner,  Lynceo 
perfpicacior,  is  employed  to  dif cover  the  jhoals 
and  rocks  upon  which  the  Jhip  is  in  danger  of 
Jlriking ;  and  a  fet  of  critics,  who  help  the 
public  fo  carefully  in  the  judgment  of  every 
piece  that  comes  abroad,  remind  us  of  Her  ta 
les, 


Jes,    who  'was  fo  heavy,    that  the  veffel  was 
fome times  ready  to  Jink.     In  the  language  of 

the  poet gemuitfub  ponder  e.     What  pity  it 

ts,  that  they  are  not  ftouqciyoi  like  him  !  Some 
other  illuftrious  worthies  offer  themfehes  for  a 
Jhare  in  the  glory  of  the  undertaking.  But 
whatever  their  fecret  defigns  may  bey  they 
have  already  met  with  many  misfortunes  in  the 
expedition  ,  the  fhip  is  run  ajhore,  and  the 
mighty  armament  reduced  to  a  ftate  of  ineffi 
ciency.  View  now  the  Jhipwrecked  hero,  the 
great  corrector  of  ecclefiaftical  difcipline,  ex- 
ercifing  his  feeble  rage  in  his  own  little  depart 
ment  : 

Die  mihi,  Ji  fueris  tu  Leo,  qualis  eris? 


PLEA 

FOR    THE 

SUBSCRIPTION 

OF     THE 

CLERGY 

TO    THE 
THIRTY-NINE    ARTICLES. 


THE  true  origin  of  eftablifhed  Confef- 
fions  of  Faith  in  Proteftant  Churches  is 
too  well  known  to  need  any  formal 
difquifition.  They  were  expedient  and  necef- 
fary,  as  well  to  declare  their  doctrines  for  the 
inftrudtion  of  their  own  members,  as  to  obviate 
the  imputation  of  many  impious  and  extrava 
gant  opinions,  and  the  flanders  of  their  adver- 
faries,  that  thefe  were  the  natural  confequences 
of  departing  from  th*  infallibility  of  the  Church 
of  Rome.  An  unfeigned  aflent  thereto,  con 
firmed  either  by  Subfcription  or  the  folemnity 
of  an  oath,  became  very  early,  and  almoft  uni- 
verfally,  an  indifpenfable  condition  of  qualifying 
their  paffors  for  the  miniflry ;  and  in  fome,  of 

A  admitting 


[  1  ] 

admitting  their  lay-members  to  church-com- 
munioru  The  venerable  Fathers  of  the  Re 
formation  have  indeed  been  exculpated  in  part, 
for  devifing  thefe  expedients  of  peace  and  order  5 
but  in  this  more  enlightened  age,  the  matter 
of  Subfcription  has  been  confidered  and  treated 
by  many  different  forts  of  writers,  as  an  un 
warrantable  encroachment  on  Chriftian  Li 
berty. 

It  is  the  duty  therefore  of  every  one,  who 
approves  the  eftablimment  of  the  Church  of 
England,  to  vindicate,  as  far  as  he  can,  thofe 
laws  and  conftitutions  which  are  its  juft  fecu- 
rity ;  and  to  (hew,  that  they  were  not  only 
reafonable  and  good  in  their  inftitution,  but 
likewife  that  they  are  expedient  and  ufeful  to 
be  continued.  This  indeed  has  been  done  in 
a  great  meafure  by  the  learned  Bifhop  Burnet ; 
who  brought  together  moft  of  the  topics  of  any 
moment  relating  to  the  Subfcriptions  required 
of  the  Clergy;  and  having  fixed  upon  the  true 
principle  of  maintaining  them,  offered  many 
ingenious  folutions  of  the  feverai  difficulties, 
with  which  their  cafe  is  fuppofed  to  be  encum 
bered.  Many  objections  were  then  made,  and 
his  friendly  endeavours  difdainfully  rejected. 
Men  of  learning  muft  needs  differ  in  their  ap- 
prehenfions  of  things,  but  good  men  will  bear 
with  one  another.  Never  did  there  appear  lefs 
candour  and  moderation,  than  in  the  contro- 
verfy  that  enfued;  till  at  length  the  general 
principle,  upon  which  alone  the  right  and  ex 
pediency 


[     3     3 

pediency  of  Subfcription  can  be  fupported,  has 
with  great  freedom  been  treated  as  falfe. 

It  may  not  therefore  be  improper  to  offer 
fome  farther  thoughts  upon  this  fubject  -,  which 
has  very  lately  been  taken  up  again  in  fuch  a 
manner,  as  muft  unavoidably  create  much  em- 
barrafment  and  perplexity  in  the  minds  of 
many  of  the  Clergy.  This  is  intended  in  the 
following  papers,  for  their  benefit.  And  let 
it  be  premifed,  that  though  the  writer  may  be 
thought  by  fome  Utopian  projectors  of  abfolute, 
free  and  uncontrouled  liberty,  to  take  the  un 
favourable  fide  of  the  queflion  ;  yet  he  profefies 
himfelf  a  fteady  afTertor  of  that  perfect  law  of 
liberty,  wherewith  Chrift  hath  made  us  free ; 
and  has  moreover  a  facred  regard  for  that  in- 
eftimable  treafure  of  Proteftant  Liberty,  which  is 
fecured  to  us  and  our  pofterity  under  the  prefent 
happy  eftablifhment. 

In  order  to  vindicate  the  laws  and  conftitu- 
tions,  which  require  the  Clergy  to  fubfcribe  to 
the  articles  of  religion,  the  firft  ftep  muft  be, 
to  clear  them  from  the  charge  of  injuftice, 
which  has  been  aggravated  in  very  invidious 
terms.  <c  Nothing  (it  has  been  laid)  can  be 
rnore  cruel,  nothing  more  inequitable,  than  to 
infift,  that  candidates  for  the  miniftry  fhould 
give  their  folemn  aflent  and  confent  to  articles 
of  faith,  and  modes  of  difcipline  and  worfhip, 
which  it  is  certain  many  of  them  muft  think 
to  be  inconfiftent  with  the  word  of  God,  and 
which  for  that  reafon  they  are  obliged  to  wreft 

A  2  and 
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and  diftort  from  their  natural,  original  mean 
ing,  before  they  can  reconcile  themfelves  to 
this  article  of  conformity  (a)"  In  oppoiition 
to  which  let  it  be  obferved;  and  the  acute 
writer,  who  urges  this  fo  ftrcngly,  has  himfelf 
made  the  obfervation,  though  he  does  not  with 
fo  good  a  grace  evade  the  force  of  it ;  that 
fuch  of  the  divines  of  the  church  of  England 
as  have  aflerted  her  authority  with  the  utmofl 
2eal  and  in  the  higheft  terms,  have  yet  ex 
tolled  her  moderation  in  laying  no  greater  ftrefs 
upon  her  confeffion,  than  the  Remonftrants 
themfelves  in  their  temperate  language  feemed 
to  contend  for.  Or  let  us  appeal  rather  to  the 
firft  and  the  beft  writer  of  the  earliefl  times 
of  the  Reformation,  Biiliop  Jewel ;  who 
had  fo  large  a  (hare  in  all  that  was  then 
done,  and  whofe  works  have  therefore  been 
efteemed  the  beft  commentary  on  our  articles. 
In  them  we  (hail  fee,  what  a  deference  was 
paid  to  the  Holy  Scriptures,  what  a  latitude 
was  left  to  private  judgment.  And  ijt  it  bo 
needful  to  fhew,  that  the  Church  of  England 
has  not  in  reality  affumed  any  greater  autho 
rity  fince,  upon  other  principles ;  to  the  ex- 
tradts,  which  have  been  given  (^),  may  be 
added  many  other  citations  j  which  relate  as 
well  to  the  Clergy,  who  fubfcribe,  as  to  the 
laity  and  body  of  the  people,  who  do  only 

(a]  Confeflional,   p.  336. 

(b)  From  Bp.  Bull  and  Dr.  Stebbing.  Confetfional,  p.  55, 

join 
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join  in  communion  with  us :  and  they  all  tend 
to  {hew  the  great  difference  between  the  im 
perious  fpirit  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  which 
impofes  the  belief  of  every  one  of  her  doc 
trines  on  the  confciences  of  her  Votaries, 
under  the  pains  of  anathemas  and  curfes,  and 
as  articles  of  faith,  and  the  moderation  of  the 
Church  of  England,  which  is  very  obferva- 
ble  in  the  great  caution  and  diffidence,  with 
which  its  moft  learned  and  eminent  divines 
have  always  exprefled  themfelves  in  this 
matter.  At  the  fame  time  I  will  acknowledge 
without  referve ;  that  I  entertain  a  very  indif 
ferent  opinion  of  their  faith,  as  well  as  their 
fincerity,  who  in  the  defences  and  apologies 
which  they  make  for  their  own  Subfcription, 
are  conflrained  to  explain  it  away  to  a  general 
acquiefcence,  a  public  profeilion  only,  or  a 
tacit  perfuafion.  In  this  as  well  as  other  mat 
ters,  men  have  been  apt  to  be  carried  away  by 
fome  leading  bias  into  the  extremes.  The 
great  Bifhop  Stillingfleet  himfelf,  than  whom 
no  one  bore  a  greater  fhare  in  the  popifli  con- 
troverfies,  or  fucceeded  in  them  with  more 
honours  in  opening  a  latitude  for  private  judg 
ment,  did  not  precifely  enough  determine, 
what  was  to  be  given  up  to  it,  and  what  re 
fer  ved  for  the  Church.  He  was  therefore 
thought  to  be  of  opinion,  that  thofe  who  fub- 
fcribed  to  the  articles  were  not  obliged  to 
believe  them  true.  And  to  this  purpofe  he 
fays,  that  the  Church  requires  Subfcription  to 

5  the 
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the  articles,  nor  as  articles  of  Faith,  but  as  in 
ferior  truths  (articles  of  religion,  as  our  church 
calls  them)  which  {he  expects  a  fubmiffion  to 
in  order  to  her  peace  and  tranquillity  (<:).  Yet 
in  other  parts  of  his  writings  he  plainly  de 
clares,  that  in  his  judgment  an  abfolute  fub- 
fcription,  that  is,  a  Subfcription  of  belief,  as 
oppofed  to  a  Subfcription  of  peaceable  fubmif 
fion,  is  enjoined  as  a  term  of  minifterial  con 
formity  (d).  The  cafe  of  Mr.  Chillingworth 
fufficiently  fhews  his  opinion  at  leaft  of  the 
moderation  of  our  Church.  His  words  are 
thefe  :  <c  for  the  Church  of  England  I  am  per- 
fuaded,  that  the  conftant  doftrineof  it  is  fo 
pure  and  orthodox,  that  whoever  believes  it 
and  lives  according  to  it,  undoubtedly  he  fhall 
be  faved  ;  and  that  there  is  no  error  in  it, 
which  may  neceffitate  or  warrant  any  man  to 
difturb  the  peace  or  renounce  the  communion 
of  it  (e}"  He  confeffed  all  this,  and  at  the 
fame  time  refufed  to  fubfcribe.  And  where 
fore  r  He  was  perfuaded,  that  thofe  who 
fubfcribe  are  fuppofed  and  required  to  fub 
fcribe  to  the  truth  of  the  articles ;  and  he  re 
fufed  to  fubfcribe,  becaufe  he  made  a  fcruple 
of  fubfcribing  to  the  truth  of  one  or  two  pro- 
pofitions,  his  doubts  about  which  made  him 
refufe  Subfcription  to  the  articles  in  general. 


(c)  Rational  Account,  part  I.  c.  2. 

(d)  Unreafonablenefs  of  Separation.  Preface. 

(*)  Preface  to  the  Author  of  Charity  maintained. 


He 
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He  was  moreover  willing  to  fubfcribe  all,  that 
(he  imagined)  the  compilers  of  the  articles 
did  intend  to  fecure  and  provide  for ;  but  he 
refufed  the  legal  Subfcription,  or  the  form  of 
Subfcription  legally  enjoined,  which  carried 
the  matter  fomething  farther,  than  the  firft  de- 
fign  of  the  articles  did,  in  his  opinion,  intend. 
For  the  form  of  the  ftatute  requires  men  to 
declare  their  affent  and  fubfcribe  to  the  articles, 
that  is,  to  the  truth  of  them ;  and  therefore 
though  he  was  ready  to  fubfcribe  what  was 
intended  originally  by  the  church,  yet  he  re 
fufed  to  fubfcribe  what  was  required  afterwards 
by  the  ftate.  However,  that  he  did  not 
objedt  any  injuftice  or  unreafonablenefs  to  the 
legal  form,  is  evident ;  becaufe  being  afterwards 
appointed  to  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  Sarum, 
he  fubfcribed  to  thofe  proportions,  the  truth 
of  which  he  had  doubted  of.  And  this  is  a 
great  teftimony  from  a  man  of  his  reputation 
for  probity,  and  learning,  and  firmnefs  of  mind : 
it  is  the  teftimony  of  the  immortal  Chilling- 
worth  himfelf ;  who  difclaimed  the  defence  of 
the  proteftant  religion  as  it  lay  it  in  fyftems  and 
conieffioris,  and  appealed  to  the  Bible  only. 

The  obje<5tion  therefore,  that  the  refiraining 
condition,  which  is  laid  upon  the  candidates 
for  holy  orders,  is  "  cruel  and  inequitable,'' 
will,  I  humbly  conceive,  be  entirely  removed, 
when  we  come  to  {hew,  that  there  is  not  fo 
much  difficulty  in  reconciling  themfelves  to 
"  this  article  of  conformity,"  as  has  been  rc- 

prefented. 
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prefented.  Let  us  firft  examine  it  by  the  rule 
of  public  utility,  whether  it  be  not  ftridtly  juft 
and  equitable.  And  here  fuch  intimations  as 
thefe,  that  ec  Jefus  never  intended  his  religion 
mould  be  fhut  up  in  a  national  Church  5"  or, 
"  that  he  did  not  eftablifh  it  upon  exclufive 
conditions ;"  will  not  at  all  affed  the  main  ar 
gument.  It  does  not  carry  us  back  to  the  old 
puritanical  principles  of  Cartwright  and  his 
followers ;  that  all  impofitions  in  religion  are 
unwarrantable,  though  enjoined  by  the  higheft 
authority.  It  refts  upon  the  eftablifhment 
which  now  is,  and  to  maintain  which  has  al 
ways  been  the  important  objeft  of  the  wifdom 
of  the  Legiflature.  It  refolves  itfelf  into 
this  alternative :  either  none  are  to  be  admitted 
without  a  teft  to  difcover  whether  they  afTent 
to  the  eftablifhed  confeffion,  or  fome  other 
equivalent  means  of  excluding  thofe  who  dif* 
fent  therefrom  -,  or  the  eftablifhment  of  the 
national  Church  muft  take  its  chance.  And 
therefore,  waving  for  the  prefent  many  other 
important  confiderations,  the  candidate's  capa 
city  to  be  admitted  to  officiate  as  a  minifler,  is 
juftly  reftrained  upon  a  principle  generally  ac 
knowledged  ;  to  wit,  that  the  religious  and 
civil  rights  of  fubjedts  ought  to  be  fubmitted  to, 
and  may  be  diminifhed  for,  the  public  good, 
For  though  ftridtly  fpeaking  it  be  undeniably 
true,  that  faith  and  confcience,  having  no  de 
pendence  upon  man's  laws,  are  not  to  be  com 
pelled  by  human  authority  5  yet  fince  it  is  im- 
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poffible  to  keep  the  terms  of  communion  fuffi>- 
eienrly  open  to  take  in  Chriftians  of  very  dif 
ferent  opinions  concerning  matters  of  import 
ance,  which  are  unavoidable;  therefore  in  all 
eftabliftiments  a  power  is  vefted  in  the  Supre 
macy  of  the  State,  to  exclude  fuch  as  are  ob 
noxious  from  many  privileges- and-  emoluments 
thereto  belonging. 

It  is  difficult  to  underftand  our  Saviour's 
words  at  the  time  when  He  was  arraigned  be 
fore  Pilate  ;  "  H  /3<*<nAg/a  r,  1^  OVK  l^iv  IK  TOO 
KGO-IULQU  TOVTOU.'*  "  My  Kingdom  is  not  of  this 
world  ;"  in  a  fenfe  dedaratcry  of  the  true  na 
ture  of  the  church  of  Chrift  upon  earth.  The 
expreffion  I*  rou  KQVJJLOV  is  oppofed  to  IK  rou 
vawptS')  i  John  ii.  16.  and  to  IK  TOV  ©goD", 
I  John  iv.  4,  5,  6.  And  hence  the  paflage 
has  been  underftood  by  fome  to  refpecl  the 
divine  origin  of  Chrift's  Kingdom  ;  or  it  may 
lead  us  to  confider  it  as  defcriptive  of  the  true 
nature  of  Chrift's  Kingdom,  the  true  Kingdom 
of  the  Meffiah  ;  when  being  fet  at.  the  right 
hand  of  God,  He  fhould  fend  forth  his  holy 
Spirit  to  inftrucl:  and  govern  his  people.  But 
the  moil  obvious  fenfe  of  the  words  does  not 
feem  to  be  at  all  applicable  either  to  the  origin, 
or  to  the  future  ftate  of  Chrift's  Kingdom  5 
and  much  lefs  do  they  convey  any  pofitive 
idea  of  the  true  nature  of  Chrift's  Church 
upon  earth  :  they  contain,  nothing  more  than- 
a  plain  and  diredt  anfwer  to  Pilate's  queftion, 
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Art  Thou  the  King  of  the  Jews  T  and  were 
intended  only  to  obviate  the  charge  that  was 
brought  againft  Him,  of  treafon  againft  Caefar. 
I  have  critically  examined  this  text  of  Scrip 
ture,  becaufe  feveral  inferences  have  been 
drawn  from  it,  not  fo  admiffible  as  Bifhop 
Hoadly's  general  doftrine  ^  "  that  Chrift  is 
himfelf  the  fole  lawgiver  and  judge  to  his 
fubjefts  in  matters  of  confcience  and  eternal 
falvation."  And  this  plain  truth  may  be  other- 
wife  fupported,  without  the  fandtion  of  a  di 
vine  doftrine.  Yet  it  does  not  preclude  the 
authority  of  every  Chriftian  fociety  to  eftablifh 
religious  tefts  or  modes  of  worfhip,  that  are 
agreable  to  the  Holy  Scriptures ;  and  if  thefe 
have  moreover  the  fandtion  of  the  civil  magi- 
ftrate,  they  are  clearly  defeniible  upon  prin 
ciples  of  policy  and  religion.  Some  reafons 
indeed  there  are  both  juft  and  neceffary,  for 
which  men  ought  to  ufe  their  liberty,  and  not 
fuffer  themfelves  to  be  in  bondage  to  any  ; 
when  they  are  urged  and  conftrained  to  be 
lieve  or  profefs  fome  points  of  doftrine,  or  to 
adventure  upon  fome  practices,  which  are 
contrary  to  the  rule  of  faith,  and  to  the  law  of 
God ;  or  where  they  are  utterly  deprived  of 
freedom  of  confcience,  in  profeffing  what  they 
inwardly  believe  ;  in  thefe  cafes  they  do  well 
to  attend  to  the  advice  of  the  Apoftle,  cc  Ye 
are  bought  with  a  price,  be  not  ye  fervants  of 
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men."  But  where  nothing  is  approved  or  5m? 
pofed  contrary  to  the  liberty  purchafed  for  us 
by  ChriSt,  a  larger  fcope  of  liberty  there  can 
not  be,  than  a  Toleration  confiding  in  an  In 
dulgence  with  refpect  to  feparate  places  of 
worShip,  or  different  modes  of  difciplinp,  or  in 
allowances  of  particular  and  occafional  con 
formity.  Such  a  Toleration  pre-fuppofing  the 
establishment  of  a  national  Church,  it  is  im- 
poffible  to  understand  Mr.  Locke's  arguments 
in  its  favour,  as  conclufive  againSt  the  autho 
rity  of  any  chriftian  fociety  to  prefcribe  re 
ligious  tefts  or  modes  of  worShip,  which  are 
agreahle  to  the  Scriptures^  and  we  do  not 
contend  for  any  other  (f)» 

The  insinuations  that  have  hqen  thrown  out 
in  the  preface  of  the  hook  (g),  (which  is  com 
monly  the  fort  of  writers,  wherein  they  mount 
the  choiceft  of  their  artillery)  concerning  <c  a 
combination  to  adhere  to  the  eStabliShed  fyStem 
for  fome  political  purpofes  not  fit  to  be  owned," 
or,  "  a  mere  conformity  to  an  ecclefiaStical 
eftablimment,  and  a  refolution  to  fupport  and 
defend  it  at  all  events  with  oc  without  reafon," 
will  not  detract  any  thing  from  the  eftimation, 
of  the  Clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  ;  who 
aver  themfelves  to  be  constitutional  conformists 
to.  the.  ecclefiaStical  establishment,  fuppprted  by, 

(/)  Confeflional.    Preface,  p.  42, 
{£)  Ibid.  p.  1 8,  19. 
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the  public  authority  of  the  ftate,  and  by  the 
concurrence  of  a  very  great  number  of  learned 
and  eminent  men,  whofe  profeffion  has  led 
them  to  a  more  intimate  ftudy  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures ;  who  have  a  fteady  zeal  for  the  Pro- 
teftant  religion  and  government ;  and  though 
willing  to  make  any  reafonable  conceptions, 
are  apprehenfive  of  the  dangers  that  may  arife 
to  the  public  peace  from  alterations  in  the 
public  forms  of  the  church,  where  there  is 
not,  all  things  confidered,  a  juft  and  weighty 
occaiion* 

But  let  us  come  -to  what  is  allowed  to  be 
the  fundamental  polition,  upon  which  the  au 
thority  of  eftablifhed  confeflions  in  pro- 
teftant  communions  depends.  "  Every  parti 
cular  Church,  confidered  as  a  fociety,  has  a 
right,  as  other  focieties  have,  to  fecure  its 
own  peace  and  welfare  by  all  lawful  means ; 
and  confequently,  to  prefcribe  fuch  terms  of 
communion  as  appear  to  be  moft  expedient  for 
the  purpofe  ;  provided  that  nothing  be  re 
quired,  under  this  pretence,  which  is  contrary 
to  the  word'  of  God,  or  inconfiftent  with  the 
liberty  of  other  churches  (£)."  To  this  it  has 
been  anfwered  in  the  words  of  Biihop  Hoadly, 
"  that,  by  admitting  the  principle  of  felf-de- 
fence  and  felf-prefervation  in  matters  of  re- 

(i)  Confe/fionaJ,  p.  22, 
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ligion,  all  the  perfecutions  of  the  Heathens 
againft  the  Chriftians,  and  even  the  Popifti  In- 
quifition  may  be  justified  (/);"  which  has  been 
explained  more  fully  thus :  <c  If  the  Church 
of  England,  for  example,  has  a  right  to  fix 
her  own  terms  of  communion,  and  in  confe- 
quence  of  that,  to  fecure  the  obedience  of 
her  members  by  temporal  rewards  and  penal-< 
ties,  the  Church  of  Portugal  muft,  upon  the 
fame  principle,  have  an  equal  right  to  fecure 
herfelf  by  the  difcipline  of  an  holy  office,  or 
how  otherwife  me  thinks  proper  (k)."  All 
which  amounts  to  this  kind  of  reafoning  : 
becaufe  any  particular  church,  confidered  as 
a  fociety,  may  fecure  its  own  peace  and 
welfare  by  all  lawful  means,  the  greateft 
violences  and  barbarities  may  therefore  be 
committed  by  the  governors  of  every  efta- 
blifhed  church  againft  them  that  diflent  from 
it.  The  confequence  is  manifeftly  abfurd  ; 
and  it  is  fuggefted  with  an  equal  fhare  of 
abfurdity,  that  the  pofition  from  which  it  is 
falfely  deduced,  muft  be  falfe  likewife.  To 
this  anfwer  then  and  its  explication  I  beg  leave 
to  object  :  that  upon  the  principles  of  our 
eftablifhment,  no  violence  at  all  can  be  juftly 
praftifed  againft  any  man  on  account  of 

(i)  Speech  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Occafional  Conformity 
and  Schifm  A<fb.   Tindai's  Hifbry,  &c.  vol.  iv.  p.  580. 
(k)    Confefliona],  p.  23, 
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his  religion,  merely  as  fuch ;  it  will  warrant 
only  fuch  a  felf-defence  as  may  be  neceffary, 
with  regard  to  the  difpofitions  and  powers 
of  its  opponents.  The  rights  which  the 
fubjedts  of  an  eftablifhed  religion  have,  in 
virtue  of  the  eftablifhment,  are  upon  the  fame 
footing  as  other  rights  of  a  civil  nature.  The 
legal  authority,  where-ever  it  is  lodged, 
cannot  be  wrong  in  granting  fuch  advantages 
to  the  profeffors  of  any  particular  religion, "as 
are  implied  in  the  notion  of  an  eftablifhment ; 
they  have  moreover  a  claim  to  its  protection, 
if  their  opponents  either  make,  or  threaten  to 
make,  any  diflurbances  on  their  part  againft 
the  eftablifhment :  otherwife  violent  methods 
will  not  be  neceffary,  and  therefore  will  not 
be  lawful.  Such  a  principle  of  felf-defence 
and  felf-prefervation,  as  can  juftify  only  fuch 
meafures  as  are  neceffary  for  the  fecurity  of  the 
eftablifhment,  cannot  be  underftood  to  juftify 
others,  which  are  not  needful  for  that  purpofe, 
and  therefore  cannot  juftly  be  employed. 
Though  the  religious  rights  of  an  eftablifh- 
ment  may  be  defended  againft  the  combina 
tions  of  wicked  and  defigning  men,  juft  in  the 
fame  manner  as  civil  rights  may;  that  is,  by 
all  prudential  methods  whatfoever  5  yet,  I 
would  afk,  in  what  view  can  fuch  prudential 
methods,  as  may  be  expedient  or  needful 
for  a  reafonable  defence,  make  way  for  the 
admiflion  of,  or  have  any  connection  with, 

the 
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the  perfecutions  of  the  heathens  againft 
primitive  chriftians,  or  the  tortures  of  the 
Romifh  inquifition  ?  If  the  church  of  England 
has  a  right  to  fix  her  own  terms  of  com 
munion,  and  to  grant  fuch  temporal  advan 
tages  as  are  implied  in  the  notion  of  an  efla- 
bliihment ;  he  is  a  dexterous  cafuift  indeed, 
and  more  worthy  to  be  reckoned  among  the 
regular  clerks  of  Ignatius  than  the  zealous 
champions  of  Liberty,  who  infers  from 
thence,  that  the  church  of  Portugal  has  an 
equal  right  to  ufe  fuch  kind  of  cruelties, 
as  are  employed  by  the  Romifh  inquifitors 
againft  heretics  and  others,  who  are  averfe  to 
their  intolerant  fuperftition. 

In  contradiction  to  this  ill  ufe  that  has 
fometimes  been  made  of  the  principle  of  felf- 
defence  and  felf-prefervation  in  matters  of  re 
ligion,  the  church  of  England  for  herfelf,  and 
that  great  community  which  goes  under  the 
denomination  of  the  Reformed  Church,  of 
which  me  has  defervedly  been  honoured  with 
the  title  of  the  chief  and  leading  branch, 
declares  inftrudtion,  exhortation,  and  admoni 
tion,  to  be  the  only  legitimate  means  of  ad 
vancing  and  preferving  the  true  religion  of 
Chrift  :  me  profefles  higher  views,  than  to 
eftablifli  herielf  in  peace  and  quiet  upon 
the  earth,  by  engaging  mankind  in  an  out 
ward  acknowledgment  of  chriftianity,  by  the 
means  of  temporal  rewards  and  punifhments: 

fee 
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!he  ufes  no  violence  to  compel  'men  to  con 
formity  :     flie    allows    all    the    theories     of 
chriftian  liberty  to  ftand  upon  their  own  foun 
dations  ;  and  deprives  no  man  of  his  natural 
tight  to  judge  for  himfelf  in  matters  of  re 
ligion,  and   to  pradlife  accordingly :    (he  has 
condefcended   to  alledge  in  her  own  defence 
the  ufage  of  proteftant  churches  abroad  *  and 
has  the  early  practice  of  eftablifhed  confeffions 
at  home  to  appeal  to,  long  before  the  tyran 
nical  fpirit  of  Rome  prevailed  $  yet  thefe  being 
human  competitions,  fhe  acknowledges  therri 
to  be  fubjeft  to  the  examination  of  every  in 
telligent  chriftian,  with  the  fcriptures   before 
him.     And  all  this  is  very  confident  with  the 
authority,  which   fhe  claims   neverthelefs,    of 
interpreting  the  fcriptures  for  all  her  mem 
bers  j  who  being  perfons  of  found  judgment^ 
and  knowing  their  obligations  to  comply  with 
or  diffent  from  the  eftablilhment,  did,  in  the 
inftant  of  determining  for  themfelves,  in  vo 
luntarily  fubfcribing  or  receiving  her  eftablifhed 
confeffion,  exclude  themfelves  from  the  right 
of  private  judgment,  and  fubmit  to   the  au 
thority  of  the  Church  5  not  as  an  infallible  au 
thority,    but  as  an  authority  of  order.     She 
does  not  defire  the  laity  to  fubfcribe  her  ar 
ticles  $  becaufe  the  reputation  of  her  unifor 
mity  to  all  fucceeding  times,  and  the  unity  of 
dodtrine   for    the   regular  inftruftion    of  the 
people,   are  abundantly  fecured   by  the  Sub- 
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fcription  of  her  minifters,  in  teftification  of  their 
common  confent  and  agreement  in  the  faid 
doctrine  ;  which  is  therefore  required  as  an 
indifpenfable  condition  of  qualifying  themfelves 
for  paftors  and  teachers  of  the  people,  and  for 
holding  any  preferment  in  the  church. 

If  therefore  it  happens,  that  any  who  have 
fubfcribed  to  the  articles  of  religion,  do  find  in 
the  progrefs  of  their  ftudies,  that  what  they 
affected  to  is  incontinent  with  their  farther 
difcoveries  and  improvements  in  theology,  there 
is  no  room  to  retract  ;  fuch  a  change  of 
opinions  is  virtually  difclaiming  their  Sub- 
fcription,  which  admitted  them  into  their 
function  and  preferments :  the  fecurity  which 
has  been  given  to  the  public  of  the  foundnefs 
of  their  faith  and  doctrines,  and  that  they 
will  inftruct  the  people  committed  to  their 
charge  agreably  thereto,  in  the  truth  of  the 
go/pel,  has  the  nature  of  an  obligation,  which 
ftands  in  full  force  againft  them  for  the  due 
performance  of  the  conditions ;  and  if  thefe 
are  no  longer  complied  with,  I  know  no  other 
alternative,  than  to  give  up  the  emoluments 
which  they  enjoy  under  them.  If  there  be 
fome  who  reft  fatisfied  with  any  thing  lefs, 
they  would  furely  be  very  unfair  accufers  of 
their  brethren,  who  act  conformably  to  their 
engagements  with  fincerity  and  a  good  con- 
fcience,  £C  for  adhering  to  the  eftabiifhed 
fyftem  for  fome  political  purpofes  not  fit  to 
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be  owned."  To  alledge,  that  they  are  forry 
for  what  they  did  very  early  in  life,  inconfi- 
derately  too,  and  on  the  authority  of  others, 
is  an  aggravation  rather  than  an  excufe;  and 
the  air  of  freedom  and  pleafantry,  with  which 
they  exculpate  themfelves,  <£  that  they  will 
do  fo  no  more/'  "  that  they  will  never  be 
caught  again,"  is  nugatory,  and  hardly  con 
fident  with  <c  any  liberal  fentiments  on  the 
article  of  common  honefty."  They  are  bound 
to  the  Church  by  what  they  have  done  already, 
and,  if  we  may  judge  from  the  unfurmountable 
difficulties  they  are  under,  have  repeated  fe- 
veral  times  -,  and  fhe  wifhes  them  not  to  re 
tain  her  emoluments,  which  they  are  entitled 
to  no  longer  than  they  make  good  their  own 
voluntary  engagements.  Yet  me  does  not  caft 
away  her  faithlefs  fons  from  her ;  they  cannot 
be  infenfible  of  her  charity  and  moderation, 
whilft  me  cherimes  them,  though  they  have 
forfaken  her.  She  excludes  only  the  avowed 
followers  of  different  feels  and  opinions ;  which 
might  otherwife  break  in  upon  the  fcheme  of 
'uniformity,  and  confequently  interrupt  the 
peace  and  welfare,  which  this  uniformity  is 
intended  to  maintain  by  not  admitting  them 
to  its  emoluments. 

Nor  does  the  Church  in  all  this  matter  claim 
any  legislative  authority  as  her  own.  If  at  any 
time  me  feems  to  exercife  fuch  an  authority, 
it  is  in  alliance  and  concurrence  with  the  State. 

There 
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There  is  no  room  on  the  one  hand  to  fay,  that 
the  reformation  of  the  public  fervice  hath  been 
altogether  lay  and  parliamentary ;  the  ordinals 
and  changes  that  have  been  made,  were  de 
rived  from  the  Convocation,  which  alone  con- 
fulted  about  them  ;  and  the  Parliament  took 
care  in  enacting  them,  to  fhew,  that  they  only 
added  the  force  of  a  law  to  what  had  been 
done  before  by  ecclefiaftical  authority.  On 
the  other  hand,  was  it  ever  heard  of,  that  the 
civil  fanction,  which  alone  makes  any  con- 
ftitution  to  have  the  force  of  a  law,  gives  it 
any  other  authority  than  a  civil  one  ?  The 
Church  herein  does  no  more,  as  a  Body,  than 
what  every  Individual  has  a  right  to  do,  for 
himfelf.  He  examines  a  doctrine  that  is  pro 
pounded  ;  he  forms  his  opinion  upon  it ;  and 
judges  for  himfelf,  with  whom  he  can  hold 
communion,  and  from  whom  he  muft  fe- 
parate.  And  when  fuch  decifions  are  made 
by  the  body  of  the  paftors  of  the  Church,  all 
perfons  within  that  church  do  owe  great  reipecl 
thereto  ;  the  Church  may  certainly  decree,  that 
fuch  is  their  doctrine ;  and  in  order  to  main 
tain  union  and  edification,  may  require  fome 
politive  declarations  about  it  from  all,  whom 
they  admit  to  minifter  in  holy  things.  This  is 
the  Authority  of  our  Church  in  matters  of 
Faith,  in  oppofition  to  the  infallibility  of  the 
Romifh  Church  :  me  feeks  eifewhere  for  a 
power  to  ratify  and  confirm  her  decrees :  the 
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Legiflators  muft  give  them  the  public  fanttion, 
according  to  their  own  perfuafions :"  and  after 
all,  they  derive  only  from  thence  the  operation 
of  all  other  laws  j  the  doftrines,  which  are 
confirmed  thereby,  have  no  more  truth  than 
they  had  before,  without  any  fuch  publication ; 
they  do  not  oblige  the  confciences  of  the  fub- 
jed:s,  unlefs  they  come  under  the  fame  per 
fuafions  5  yet  it  highly  becometh  every  good 
and  peaceable  member  of  the  community,  to 
wave  or  give  up  his  religious,  as  well  as  his 
civil  rights,  to  a  legal  authority.  For  a  fociety 
or  commonwealth  cannot  fubfift,  unlefs  fome 
form  of  religion  be  eftablifhed  therein ;  which 
eftablifhment,  being  made  for  uniformity  of 
worfhip,  muft  extend  to  dodtrine  and  difci^ 
pline ;  without  impugning  any  fyftem  of  go 
vernment  which  tolerates  diffenters  therefrom, 
with  a  proper  regard  to  its  own  peace  and  fe- 
curity.  So  that  the  force  of  the  plea  for  the 
Subfcription  of  the  Clergy  to  the  Articles  of 
Religion,  lies  in  the  expediency  of  the  efta 
blifhment  of  the  national  Church  ;  and  that  it 
may  be  fully  apprehended,  it  is  proper  to  make 
fome  enlargement  upon  the  feveral  particulars 
that  it  contains. 

For  which  purpofe,  the  firft  point  to  be 
coniidered  is ;  whether  the  admiffion  of  all  to 
officiate  as  public  minifters,  without  fome  teft 
to  difcover,  whether  they  do  affent  or  not  to 
the  prefent  eftablifhment  of  the  Church  of 
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England,  would  not  in  the  natural  courfe  of 
things  endanger  it.  And  here  we  may  obferve 
in  general,  that  the  Governors  in  all  civilized 
States,  not  content  to  eftablifh  fome  religion, 
which  they  think  moft  conducive  to  the  honour 
of  God  and  the  advantage  of  the  ftate ;  where- 
ever  any  other  notions  of  religious  worfliip 
have  been  profefled  by  fuch  numbers  of  the 
fubjeds  as  are  likely  to  rife  into  a  competition 
with  the  eftabliftiment,  which  may  break  out 
into  enmities  and  contefts  j  have  always  thought 
fit  to  guard  it  in  fome  degree  againft  them,  and 
to  give  it  fuch  a  fuperiority  as  is  neceflay  to 
preferve  the  public  peace  and  welfare.  This  is 
a  plain  cafe  ;  wherein,  without  doubt,  the  ma- 
giftrate  has  his  right  of  interpofing  referved  to 
him,  without  breaking  in  upon  Chriftian  li 
berty  \  and  much  more  will  it  be  his  indifpen- 
fable  duty,  to  difcountenance  many  grofs  and 
noxious  errors,  which  prevail  at  any  time 
among  wicked  and  licentious  men  of  various 
denominations ;  and  which  might  otherwife 
acquire  fuch  ftrength,  by  uniting  their  efforts, 
as  to  break  out  into  overt  adls  of  oppofition  to 
the  juft  and  righteous  regulations  of  civil 
fociety. 

It  was  upon  thefe  principles,  that  after  fome 
progrefs  had  been  made  in  the  Reformation  of 
the  Church  of  England,  it  was  thought  to  be 
a  great  defedl,  that  a  public  confeffion  of  faith 
doctrine  was  flill  wanting  \  to  fupply 
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which,  the  Articles  of  Religion  were  com 
piled,  publifhed,  and  enjoined  to  be  fubfcribed. 
In  which  work  care  was  taken,  to  eftablifh  the 
pofitive  articles  of  religion  -,  and  to  cut  off  the 
errors  formerly  introduced  in  the  times  of 
popery,  and  of  late  broached  by  the  anabaptifts 
and  enthufiafts  of  Germany  -,  avoiding  the 
niceties  of  the  fchoolmen,  or  the  peremptori- 
nefs  of  the  writers  of  controverfy  3  which  was 
the  likelieft  means  to  prevent  and  compofe  di- 
verfity  of  opinions,  and  to  remove  the  objection 
incident  to  every  eftablifhed  religion,  and  which 
has  been  made  to  all  the  reformed  eftablifh- 
ments  in  Europe,  that  they  are  too  narrow. 
We  cannot  however,  confidently  with  the  ori 
ginal  intention  of  the  compilers,  fuppofe,  that 
the  articles  were  defigned  to  be  articles  of 
peace,  rather  than  of  belief;  fo  that  the  Sub- 
fcription  fhould  be  a  compromife  to  teach  no 
thing  contrary  to  them,  not  a  declaration  that 
the  fubfcribers  believe  agreably  thereto.  Bi- 
ihop  Burnet  abfolutely  explodes  this  conceit; 
laying,  there  was  no  reafon  or  foundation 
for  it  at  the  time  when  the  articles  were  en 
joined  to  be  fubfcribed  ;  and  that  they  who 
did  fubfcribe  to  them,  did  either  believe  them 
to  be  true,  or  elfe  did  groily  prevaricate.  And 
indeed  a  door  would  thereby  be  opened  for  the 
filent  profeffors  of  every  fpecies  of  herefy,  to  in 
trude  themfelves  into  the  bofom  of  the  church; 
which  in  the  end  would  be  of  very  ill  confe-* 
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quence  to  its  intereft  and  fafety.  Yet  if  the 
cafe  be  rightly  ftated  by  the  late  Biftiop  of  Bri- 
flol  ;  if  it  be  a  true  reprefentation  both  of  the 
original  intention  of  the  church,  and  the  actual 
intention  of  the  law  ;  that  "  Subfcription 
amounts  to  an  approbation  of  and  an  affent  to 
the  doctrines  contained  in  the  articles,  in  the 
very  fenfe  which  the  compilers  are  fuppofed 
to  have  underftood  them  in  (/)  ;"  the  queftion 
may  very  well  be  put,  who  can  pretend  to  fay, 
by  what  views  or  confiderations  the  compilers 
of  the  articles  were  influenced  ?  Is  it  not  highly 
probable,  that  many  queftions  were  framed 
relating  to  them,  which  were  given  out  to  fe- 
veral  Bimops  and  Divines  for  their  opinions 
concerning  them  ?  who  delivered  in  their  fe- 
veral  anfwers,  which  were  examined  and  con- 
fidered  very  maturely ;  fome  of  them  might 
think  it  more  conducive  to  peace,  to  fufrer 
fome  difficult  and  controvertible  points  to 
pafs  under  dubious  expreffions,  or  in  the  very 
words  of  Scripture,  without  any  decifive  fenfe 
or  explanation  impofed  upon  them  ;  while  the 
method  propofed  by  others,  more  commend 
able  perhaps  for  their  opennefs  and  fincerity, 
was,  that  every  thing  might  be  exprefTed  with 
all  the  perfpicuity  and  diftinftnefs  poffible, 
in  the  apteft  and  precifeft  terms,  which  the 
language  of  the  times  afforded  :  or  may  it  not 

(/)  Biftiop  Conybeare's  Sermon  on  Subfcriptions. 

be 


be  reafonable  to  fuppofe,  that  they  intended 
fome  latitude  of  interpretation  ;  and  having  fe- 
cured  fuch  truths  as  they  were  moft  concerned 
about,  were  content  to  leave  matters  of  fmaller 
moment  undetermined  ?  The  querift  may  urge 
farther :  whilft  it  is  pofitively  laid  down,  that 
fome  articles,  being  formed  in  general  terms, 
leave  a  latitude  for  private  opinions,  and 
others,  being  otherwife  formed,  leave  no  fuch 
latitude,  how  is  the  true  fenfe  to  be  afcer- 
tained  ?  If  the  wording  of  any  article  admits 
of  two  different  fenfes,  how  can  they  both  be 
defended  as  agreabie  to  the  word  of  God  ? 
Whilft  Calvinifts  and  Arminians  fubfcribe  in 
the  different  fenfes  of  abfolute  and  conditionate 
decrees  ;  and  learned  perfonages  find  opinions 
flatly  contradictory  to  each  other  in  the  fame 
article  (m)  ;  how  is  that  diverfity  of  opinions 
avoided,  which  was  the  original  fcope  and 
intention  of  the  articles  ?  To  all  which  it 
may  be  anfwered  in  general :  when  an  article, 
or  any  propofition  contained  therein,  is  fairly 
capable  of  different  interpretations,  he  may  un 
doubtedly  be  faid  to  believe  the  truth  of  that 
article  or  propofition,  who  believes  it  true  in 
any  fuch  fenfe  as  it  will  reafonably  admit, 
without  doing  violence  to  the  words,  or  con- 
tradidling  what  our  Church  has  elfewhere 
taught  and  required  us  to  acknowledge.  For 

(m)  Dr.  W.  and  Dr.  B,  concerning  the  Fifth  Article. 
5  where 
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where  the  words  themfelves  do  allow  a  liberty, 
the  compilers  certainly  intended  the  fame,  or 
they  would  have  confined  the  fenfe  of  fuch 
words  more  ftriftly  j  and  we  are  not  bound  to 
abridge  ourfelves,  where  the  church  has  left 
us  free.     There  can  be  no  room  to  complain 
of  prevarication,    if  men  of  different  notions 
unite  in  fubfcribing  forms,  wherein  a  laxity  of 
interpretation  was  intended,    or  the  legiflator 
has  not  thought  fit  to  determine  in  what  par 
ticular  fenfe  the  fubfcriber  mail  give  his  affent. 
For  befides  that  fuch  a  latitude  was  perfectly 
agreable  to    the  candour  and    moderation  of 
Cranmer  and  Ridley,  who  were  the  chief,  if 
not  the  only,  compilers ;  nothing  is  more  evi 
dent  in  the  ecclefiaftical  hiftories  of  the  early 
times    of    the  Reformation,    than    that    the 
puritans,    being  refped:able  neither  for    their 
quality  nor   their  numbers,  as  diffenters  from 
the  hierarchy,    were  not  as  yet  obnoxious  to 
the  government  3  and  confequently,  that  thofe 
prejudices  to  latitude  and   toleration  had  not 
yet  been  imbibed,    which  were  afterwards  fb 
prevalent  among  the  Bifhops  and  Divines  in 
the  latter  part  of  Queen  Elizabeth's  reign ;  who 
had  an  utter  averfion  to  thofe  gofpel-privileges, 
as   fchifmatical   and  puritanical.     In   the  be 
ginning  of  the  laft   century  another  folution 
was  given,  upon  a  larger  plan  of  liberty ;  that 
fubfcribers  were  not  bound  to  the  iingle  fenfe 
of  the  compilers,  as  they  were  before  ;    and 
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good  reafon  there  was  for  it.  By  13  Eliz.  c.  12. 
intituled,  "  An  Aft  for  Minifters  of  the  Church 
to  be  of  found  Religion,"  which  is  the  ftatutable 
authority  requiring  Subfcription  to  the  Thirtyr 
nine  Articles,  the  clergy  are  enjoined  to  der 
Clare  their  affent  and  fubfcribe  to  all  the  articles 
tof  religion,  which  only  coacern  the  confeffion 
,of  the  true  Chtiiiian  faith  and  the  dodrirje  of 
the  Sacraqients;  but  the  thirty-fixth  of  the  Con- 
ftitutions  and  Canons  eccleiiaftical,  confirmed 
in  the  year  1603,  and  the  firft  of  King  James, 
is  exprefs  for  the  clergy  to  fubfcribe  to  and 
acknowledge  all   and  every  article  to  be  agre- 
able  to  the  word  of  God.     About  this  time, 
great  and  warm  debates  had  arifen  concerning 
many  theological  points,    which  had   no   rer- 
lation  to  the  .doctrine  of  faith,  or  qf  the  far 
.craments ;  and  on  the  firft  publication  of  the 
Canons  by  the  king's  authority,  many  refufec} 
to  fubfcribe  the  third  article  of  the  thirty-fixth 
can.on  (which  concerneth  the  book  of  articles 
of  religion)    alledging,  that  they  were  ready 
to  fubicribe   to  the   articles  of   religion  con- 
,cerning  the   doftrine  of  faith   and  the  facra- 
pients,    which  was  all  that  was  required    by 
la\v  y  but  that  they  were   not  bound  to  afient 
to  and  by  their  fubfcription  approve  them  all. 
Hereupdn  a   royal  declaration  was  fet    forth, 
ratifying   and  confirming  the  articles  of  the 
Church   pf  England  ;    requiring   all  men   to 
fontirme  in  the  uniform  profefiion  thereof; 
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prohibiting  the  lead  difference  from  the  faicf 
articles ;  and  expreffing,  that  they  fhould  be 
taken  in  the  literal  and  grammatical  fenfe. 
This  refted,  during  the  reigns  of  King  James 
the  firft  and  his  fucceffor,  upon  the  authority 
of  the  faid  declaration  ;  which  having  been 
ifTued  by  the  former,  and  like  other  a£ts  of 
fupremacy,  which  being  unconfirmed  by  th6 
legiflature  are  merely  perfonal,  dying  with 
him,  was  revived  by  King  Charles  the  firfi 
in  the  year  16285  and  has  ever  flnce  the 
Reftoration  been  prefixed  to  the  articles ;  by 
what  authority  will  be  the  next  enquiry  ; 
whereby  a  confi'derable  abatement  was  mad6 
in  their  original  ftriftnefs,  and  the  plain  and 
full  meaning  in  the  literal  and  grammatical 
fenfe  was  eftablifhed  in  exprefs  words. 

It  has  always  been  thought  reafonable,  that 
upon  weighty  and  important  confiderations, 
according  to  the  various  exigencies  of  times 
and  occafions,  fuch  changes  and  alterations 
fhould  be  made  in  things  advifedly  eftablifhed 
at  firft,  as  to  them  that  are  in  authority  may 
feem  neceflary  or  expedient.  Accordingly  in 
the  reigns  of  feveral  princes  fince  the  Re 
formation,  many  alterations  have  been  made 
in  the  eftablifhed  church ;  yet  fo  as  that 
the  main  body  and  effentials  of  it  have  ftill 
continued  the  fame  to  this  day.  This  was 
moft  remarkably  the  cafe  at  the  time  of  the 
Reftoration.  The  great  mifchiefs  and  in- 
D  a  cou- 
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eonveniencies  that  had  arifen  during  the  late 
confufions,  rendered  it  neceffary,  that  fome- 
thing  fhould  be  done  for  allaying  thofe  dif- 
tempers,  which  the  indifpofition  of  the  times 
had  contracted.  It  feemed  probable,  that  the 
ufe  of  the  Liturgy,  which  had  been  difcon- 
tinued,  would  return  of  courfe ;  but  thofe 
men,  who  had  made  it  their  bufinefs  to  render 
the  people  di {affected  thereto,  were  engaged,  in 
point  of  intereft  and  reputation,  to  ufe  their 
utmoft  endeavours  to  hinder  the  reflitution 
thereof.  Great  importunities  were  thereupon 
ufed  with  the  king,  that  the  Liturgy  might  be  . 
revived ;  and  fuch  alterations  made  therein, 
and  additions  thereunto,  as  were  requifite  for 
the  eafe  of  tender  confciences.  All  this  was 
done,  and  a  new  aft  was  pafled  for  the  uni 
formity  of  public  prayers ;  not  that  the  book 
of  common  prayer,  as  it  flood  before  efta- 
blifhed  by  law,  did,  in  their  opinion  who 
were  appointed  to  review  it,  contain  in  it  any 
thing  contrary  to  the  word  of  God  or  to  found 
doctrine  ;  or  which  a  godly  man  might  not 
with  a  good  confcience  ufe  and  fubmit  unto  ; 
with  the  allowance  of  fuch  juft  and  favourable 
conftruftion,  as  in  common  equity  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  all  human  writings.  In  like 
manner,  the  people  had  been  led  during  thofe 
times  of  confuiion  into  many  factions  and 
fchifms,  to  the  great  mifchief  and  fcandal  of 
the  reformed  religion  of  the  Church  of 
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England  ;  infomuch  that  it  was  impoffible, 
to  open  the  terms  of  communion  wide  enough 
to  receive  them  all  ;  and  it  is  likewife  very 
notorious,  that  the  largeft  and  moil  compre- 
henfive  toleration  would  have  given  neither 
eafe  nor  relief  to  the  non-conformifts  of  thofe 
times  ;  nothing  lefs  would  have  fatisfied  them, 
than  an  entire  new  model  of  the  church  of 
England.  And  whatever  advantages  a  plan  of 
reformation  might  have  had  in  any  other  re- 
fpefts,  it  is  very  fufpicious  from  the  temper  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  which  diicovered  itfelf 
foon,  that  no  bill  for  that  purpofe  would  have 
been  received  ;  and  moreover  any  alterations 
in  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  would  have  been 
of  dangerous  confequence  to  fome  important 
doctrines,  or  laudable  practices,  of  the  efta- 
blifhed  church. 

The  method  therefore  that  was  taken,  was 
the  beft  that  could  be  thought  of.  At  the 
inflance,  moft  probably,  of  Archbiiliop  Laud, 
and  with  a  view  to  accommodate  the  Armi- 
nians  with  a  fenfe  of  the  articles,  which  was 
never  thought  of  by  the  original  compilers, 
King  Charles  had  republiihed  his  father's  de 
claration  in  the  fame  or  nearly  the  fame  form, 
as  that  which  ftands  before  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles  in  our  prefent  books.  It  feems  too, 
that  the  bifhops  and  other  divines,  to  whom 
his  fon  and  fucceffor  King  Charles  the  fecond 
granted  his  commiffion  under  the  great  feal 

to 
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to  review  the  book  of  common  prayer,  and 
to  prepare  fuch  alterations  and  additions  as  they 
thought  proper ;  and  afterwards  the  convoca-- 
tions  of  the  provinces  of  Canterbury  and  York, 
being  called  and  affembled  for  the  fame  pur- 
pofe;  adopted  the  fame  declaration.  And 
this,  I  apprehend,  is  the  true  foundation  of 
Biihop  Burnet's  doctrine  concerning  literal  and 
grammatical  fenfes  -,  though  he  mentions  the 
declaration  only  as  it  was  originally  fet  forth 
by  James  the  firft :  for  as  fuch  it  could  have  not 
authority  at  the  time  he  wrote  his  Expofition  ; 
though  many  good  effects  of  it,  in  producing 
a  general  acquiefcence,  and  allaying  the  fierce- 
nefs  of  religious  difputes,  were  ftill  difcernible. 
Without  doubt,  the  Calvinifts  of  thofe  times 
complained  as  loudly  of  the  fandtion  that  was 
newly  given  to  the  declaration,  as  they  did  of 
Bifhop  Burnet's  inference  therefrom,  for  leaving 
the  articles  open  to  men  of  another  perfuafion ; 
but  the  Arminians  were  ftronger ;  and  without 
fuch  enlargement  of  fenfe,  their  Subfcriptions 
could  not  fo  well  agree  with  their  opinions. 
Be  that  as  it  may.  The  declaration  received 
from  thenceforward  a  legal  fanction.  It  be 
came  a  new  declaratory  law.  For  it  was  a 
part  of  the  contents  of  that  one  book,  ex 
hibited  and  prefented  to  his  Majefty  by  the 
Convocation,  intituled,  <c  The  Book  of  Com 
mon  Prayer,  &c."  which  was  eflablifhed  in  the 
lame  year  1661  by  the  act  of  uniformity. 

It 
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It  was  no  longer  an  ad:  of  the  king's  fupre- 
macy,  but  it  became  an  ad:  of  the  legiflature ; 
and  has  received  no  alteration  fince;  for  it  re- 
niits  the  offenders  againft  ..it  for  their  punifh- 
ment  to  the  commiffion  ecclefiaftical,  which 
was  then  in  full  force.  The  articles  them- 
felves  having  an  nndifputed  right  to  the  place 
which  they  occupy  in  the  book  of  common 
prayer,  as  well  as  feveral  prayers  and  thankf- 
givings  that  were  added,  being  fitted  to  fpe- 
cial  occafions,  and  particularly  the  office  for 
the  baptifm  of  fuch  as  are  of  riper  years  ; 
becaufe  the  fame  act  of  uniformity  which 
eftablifhes  thefe,  without  fpecifying  them  in 
the  title,  enforces  the  articles  likewife  in 
fome  new  cafes  («),  and  moreover  exprefsly 
.conftrues  and  applies  the  Thirty-fixth  Article 
thereto  ;  the  declaration  having  been  re- 
publifhed,  at  the  time  we  are  fpeaking  of, 
together  with  the  articles  (as  the  title  informs 
us)  and  now  (landing  before  them,  has  a 
fight  alfo  to  the  fame  place  under  the  fame 
fanclion.  The  preface  to  the  book  of 
common  prayer,  which  was  prepared  or 
revifed  by  Bifhop  Wren,  Bifhop  Skinner, 
Bifhop  Henchman,  and  Bifhop  Davies ;  and 
thofe  other  prefaces  ;  the  former  concerning 
j:he  public  fervice  of  the  church,  which  was 

(n)  Particularly  the  Cafe  of  Lefturers,  as  it  has  been 
pated  by  the  inimitable  pen  of  a  late  excellent  Prelate. 

received 
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received  under  the  act  of  uniformity  of  King 
Edward  the  fixth,  and  the  latter  concerning 
ceremonies,  drawn  up  by  Bifliop  anderfon  ; 
have  always  been  efteemed  by  ecclefiaftical 
Lawyers  and  Judges  parts  of  the  faid  book  ; 
and  are  declaratory  likewife.  Thefe  have  no 
pretenfions  to  the  places  which  they  occupy 
therein,  otherwife  than  by  virtue  of  the  adt 
of  uniformity  ;  and  the  declaration  no  lefs 
will  fupport  its  claim  to  the  fame  place,  under 
the  fame  authority. 

And  now  the  wonder  ceafes  (0),  that  it  is 
deftitute  of  all  the  ufual  formalities  of  a 
royal  declaration  ;  that  there  is  no  royal 
fignature  at  the  head  of  it ;  no  atteftation  of 
his  majefty's  command,  by  any  of  the  great 
officers  of  the  crown  ;  no  mention  of  the 
time  when,  nor  the  place  whence  it  iffued  ; 
that  during  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  the 
title  of  it  flood  invariably  as  it  had  done  from 
the  firft,  "  His  Majefty's  Declaration  ;"  that 
it  has  never  been  acknowledged  by  any 
Succeeding  Prince,  nor  authenticated  by  the 
ipecific  ratification  of  any.  Taking  it  upon 
the  footing  merely  of  a  royal  declaration,  I 
fhould  efleem  it  of  no  more  validity  than  the 
declaration  of  James  the  fecond  for  liberty 
pf  confcience  ;  for  I  know  of  no  power  in 
the  crown,  to  difpenie  with  the  ecclefiaftical, 

(o)  ConfefTional,  page  99,   100. 
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any  inore  than  the  civil  LavV  of  the  realm. 
The  language  too  of  the  declaration,  which 
was  very  confident  with  the  politics  of  the 
times  wherein  it  was  wrote,  had  it  been  con 
tinued  fince  the  Revolution  by  a  mere  act  of 
Supremacy,  would  not  have  been  admitted. 
"  We  will  not  endure  any  varying  or  de 
parting  from  the  doctrine  and  the  difcipline 
of  the  Church  of  England  ;  and  if  any  perfon 
fhall  affix  any  new  fenfe  to  any  article,  he 
ihall  be  liable  to  our  difpleafure  and  the 
churches  cenfure  in  our  commiffion  eccle- 
fiaftical."  The  literal  and  grammatical  fenfe 
allowed  therein  was  a  political  device,  to  let 
them  into  the  privileges  and  emoluments  of 
the  church,  who  were  moft  favoured,  and 
could  not  otherwife  come  in  confidently  with 
their  well-known  opinions  ;  and  fo  long  as 
the  judgment  and  authority  of  the  eccle- 
fiaftical  commiffion  lafted,  was  a  means  to 
exclude  others.  But  in  after-times,  when  this 
reftraint  was  taken  off,  and  ecclefiaftics  were 
no  longer  the  judges,  what  fhould  be  deemed 
a  varying  or  departing  from  the  doftrine  and 
difcipline  of  the  church;  this  indulgence  of 
a  latitude  became  productive  of  the  moft 
happy  effects.  Notwithstanding  the  declara 
tion  was  originally  intended,  and  applied,  as 
a  corrective  to  many  notions  unfavourable  to 
monarchy,  particularly  to  the  lawfulnefs  of 
reiifting  wicked  and  unrighteous  princes,  which 

E  the 
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the  Calvinifts  had  inferred  from  their  theo 
logical  principles  of  election  and  grace;  yet 
in  the  end,  it  was  fubverfive  of  thole  high- 
church  principles,  which  it  was  contrived  to 
fupport;  and  the  doctrine  of  wilful  rebellion 
being  dropped  in  the  limitation  of  the  crown, 
it  became  the  foundation  of  Revolution-prin 
ciples. 

The  refult  will    be   this.     The   fame  Adi 
of  Uniformity,  which  recognizes  the  title  of 
the  articles,  that  they  were  agreed  upon  for 
the   preventing  diverlity  of   opinions,   admits 
likewife  the  declaration  for  literal  and  gram 
matical    fenfes.     A    rule    of  interpretation   is 
thereby  authorized,  which  is  moreover  of  the 
greateft  ufe    and    importance   to  the  prefent 
times.     Moft    probably,    there   are   ftill  Cal- 
viniftical  and  Arminian  divines  of  the  Church, 
of  England  ;    and  a  more  numerous  tribe  of 
other  denominations ;  who  though  all  of  the 
fame  confeflion,  do  not  perhaps  agree  exactly 
in  opinion  with  regard  to  many  of  the  Thirty- 
nine   articles  of   religion.     Yet  they  all  fub- 
fcribe  to  them  without    any  diversity  of   opi 
nions  ;  that  is,  in  the  fenfe  of  varying  from  the 
articles ;    not,    of  differing  from   each  other. 
In  thole  curious  points  wherein  thefe  differ 
ences  lie,  men  of  all  forts  take  the  articles  to 
be   for   themfelves ;    there   is   ftill   a    confent 
touching  true  religion  ;  and  nobody  has  a  right 
to  aik,  wherein  one  man  differeth  from  an 
other.  • 
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other.  The  judgment  at  common  law,  re 
ported  by  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Coke,  is  hereby 
avoided ;  the  fubftance  of  which  is  this ;  "  that 
if  any  Subfcription  is  allowed;,  which  admits 
diverfity  of  opinions,  the  ftatute  13  of  Eliz. 
would  be  rendered  of  none  effect."  The  di 
veriity  mentioned  in  the  ftatute  is  avoided ; 
whether  the  meaning  of  the  compilers  does 
not  fufficiently  appear  by  the  nature  of  the 
fubject,  and  by  the  ordinary  fignification  of 
the  words  wherein  it  is  expreffed ;  or,  not- 
withftanding  the  meaning  is  fo  plain  that  any 
unprejudiced  and  reafonable  man  may  cer 
tainly  underftand  it,  yet  the  words  will  bear 
a  double  meaning  3  as  indeed  it  is  plainly  im- 
poffible,  that  any  thing  ihould  be  delivered  in 
fuch  clear  and  certain  words,  as  to  be  abfo- 
lutely  incapable  of  fome  other  fenfe.  Thus 
too  there  is  deemed  to  be  no  defertion  of  the 
articles,  in  the  feveral  opinions  concerning  con- 
ditionate  and  abfolute  decrees  \  becaufe,  though 
contradictory  to  each  other,  they  are  juftifted 
on  both  fides,  as  being  agreable  to  the  literal 
and  grammatical  fenfe  :  and  though  the  article 
in  the  Apoftles  Creed,  concerning  the  "  going 
down  of  Chrift  into  Hell,"  be  (as  Dr.  Clarke 
has  obferved)  univerfally  underftood  in  a  fenfe 
very  different  from  what  the  compilers  in 
tended  ;  yet  here  will  be  no  diverfity  of  opi 
nions  within  the  meaning  of  the  ftatute,  if  the 
words  "  hell"  and  <c  infer!"  will  admit  the 
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different  fenfes,  that  have  been  affixed  to 
them.  Hence  too  it  muft  be  fuppofed  to  be, 
that  all  who  fubfcribe  to  the  articles  in  different 
fenfes,  are  fully  fatisfied  in  their  own  minds, 
that  by  their  Subfcription  they  fulfil  the  pur 
port  and  intention  of  the  ftatute  ;  there  is  no 
defertion  of  the  articles  eftabliihed ;  no  "  wreft- 
ing  or  diftorting  them  from  their  natural,  ori 
ginal  meaning;''  and  though  Bimop  Burners 
obfervation  may  be  very  juft,  that  in  many 
cafes  it  is  a  great  hardship  to  exclude  fome 
very  deferving  perfons  from  the  fervice  of  the 
church,  by  requiring  a  Subfcription  to  fo  many 
particulars,  concerning  fome  of  which  they  are 
pot  fully  fatisfied  ;  yet  the  main  difficulty,  cc  in 
reconciling  themfelves  to  this  article  of  con 
formity,"  proceeds  from  certain  principles 
fettled  in  their  minds  by  time  and  education, 
beyond  the  power  of  themfelves  to  alter  them : 
I  will  not  call  them  prejudices ;  becaufe  it  is 
impoffible  to  diftinguiih  them  from  the  truths 
there ;  and  it  is  very  injurious,  to  efteem  an 
other  faulty  in  embracing  any  fide  of  the 
queftion,  becaufe  we,  perhaps  upon  very  dif 
ferent  views,  judge  it  to  be  lalfe. 

Nor  is  it  the  leaft  utility  of  fuch  a  latitude  of 
interpretation,  as  may  be  pleaded  for  under  the 
Declaration  ;  that  it  fuperfedes  the  pretended 
neceffity  of  a  review  of  the  articles ;  becaufe 
men  of  different  opinions  may  very  well  ac- 
quieice  in  them,  as  they  are;  and  confequently 

it 
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it  has  great  weight  to  determine  the  queftioti 
concerning  the  expediency  of  the  meafure, 
without  entering  into  the  argument  againft  the 
meafure  itfelf,  drawn  from  its  fuppofed  im 
practicability.  I  will  therefore  dole  this  part 
of  my  argument  vviui  the  following  obfer- 
vations. 

I.  Where  a   religious  Teft  has  been   efta- 
blifhed  by  the  Church,   with  the   fan&ion  of 
the  State,  for  the  behoof  of  both  ;  it  concerned 
the  Impofers  to  take  care,  that  its  meaning  be 
exprefled  in  fuch  words,  as  fufficiently  rnani- 
feft  the  fame    to  the   underftanding   of  every 
reafonable  man  ;  which  if  they  do  not,  no  law 
of  equity  or  prudence  bindeth  him,  on  whom 
the  Teft  is  impofed,  to  confine  the  ambiguous 
fenfe ;  or  not  fubfcribe  to  them  in    any  fenfe, 
that  the  words  will  import. 

II.  Where  a  .latitude  of  interpretation  has 
been  eftablifhed  ;  it  is  better,  to  permit  certain 
controverted  points  to  reft  under  the  approved 
moderation  of  the  Church  of  England,  than  to 
be  over-bufy  in  matters  of  fpeculative  divinity  j 
whence  fa&ions  may  be  created,  dangerous  to 
civil  government  itfelf. 

III.  Efpecially    "  in    thefe    latter    times," 
when   "  the  zeal  and  vigilance  both  of  paftors 
and  people  in  the  Church  of  England  againft 
popery  and  popim    emiffaries,     is    vilibly  de 
clined  -3  and  little  interruption  is  given  to  the 
unwearied  endeavours    of  treacherous  priefts, 

ftrength- 
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{lengthening  themfelves,  and  animated,  by 
an  influx  of  Jefuits,  to  pervert  his  Ma- 
jefty's  fubjedts  to  their  intolerant  fuperftition, 
and  coniequently  from  their  allegiance  (p)  •" 
when  moreover  the  learned  and  the  unlearned 
are  doing  the  work  of  Papifts,  and  advance 
more  than  half-way  to  meet  them  (q]  -3  and 
our  religion  is  debafcd  to  a  trade,  and  a  pro 
ject  to  advance  men's  interested  and  ambitious 
views,  by  ways  and  artifices  contrary  to  the 
clerical  profeffion  (r) ;  this  is  a  ftrong  ar 
gument  ad  utrumque,  that  a  review  of  the 
articles  would  be  dangerous  -y  in  proportion  to 
the  avidity,  wherewith  every  propofal  of  this 
fort  is  received,  for  reafons  not  fit  to  be  owned  ; 
and  I  fuppofe,  it  ferioufly  affects  all,  who  have 
a  hearty  concern  for  the  honour  and  fupport  of 
our  Protefbnt  Church. 

IV.  With  refpedt  to  the  ecclefiaftical  Dif- 
cipline,  notwithftanding  the  reflection  which 
has  been  thrown  out,  "  that  the  Thirty-nine 
articles,  considered  as  articles  of  commu 
nion,  are  of  no  manner  of  ufe  to  the  church 
or  figmficance  to  the  laity,  under  a  relax 
ation  of  difcipline,  extremely  difhonourable 
to  her  governors,  and  highly  fcandalous  to 

(/)  ConfefTional.     Preface,  p.  67,  68. 
(q)  Charge  to  the  Clergy  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  St. 
Alban's.   1765.  p.  35. 
(r)  Ibid,  p,  2,$,  &c. 
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her  members  (j)  ;"  it  is  very  obvious,  that  the 
expediency  of  a  new  model  of  ftricter  dif- 
cipline  may  be  fupplied,  in  a  great  meafure, 
by  a  bare  attention  to  the  maxim  of  the  philofo- 
pher ;  quanto  latius  officiorum  quam  juris  patet 
regula. 

But  it  may  be,  that  fome  among  the  DuTen- 
ters,  who  know  very  well  what  their  interefts 
require,  may  urge  their  reafonable  expeftati- 
ons  ;  fmoothly  profeffing,  that  they  do  not 
aim  at  any  thing  more,  than  an  abolition  of 
Subfcriptions.  In*a  matter  of  great  importance 
to  the  public,  the  bare  profeffions  of  inter- 
efted  parties  cannot  reafonably  be  expected  to 
have  much  weight.  Let  us  attend  rather  to 
the  temper  and  conduct  of  their  predeceffors 
in  the  feparation,  and  mark  the  refemblance 
between  the  prefent  diflenters  and  them ;  tak 
ing  along  with  us  the  undeniable  teftimony  of 
one,  who  knew  them  well,  and  was  not  at 
all  prejudiced  againft  them :  "  II  eft  certain 
que,  ii  les  Prelbyteriens  fe  voyent  jamais  en 
etat  d'  agir  fans  oppofition,  ils  ne  feront  point 
contentes  qu'ils  n'ayent  ruine  de  fonds  en 
comble  la  hierarchic,  &  en  general  toute  TEglife 
Anglicane  (t)." 

In  the    reign   of  Queen   Elizabeth,   when 
they  refufed  the  ufe  of  fbme  ceremonies  and 

(s)  Confeffional,  p.  94. 

(t)  Mr.  Rapiri's  DifTertation  on  Whigs  and  Tories. 
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rites  a£  fupefftitious,    which  were  fufficiently 
known,  by  the  queen's  declaration,  to  be  re 
tained  not  out  of  any  fuch  regard  to  them  5 
but  partly,  in  order  to  maintain  a  fit  decency 
in  the  worfhip  of  God  5  and  much  more,  out 
of  a    charitable    defire    to   keep    as    many    as 
poffible  of  the  middle  and  lower  fort  of  people 
in  the  communion  of  the  Church  $  they  were 
tolerated   for  a  great  while  with   much  con 
nivance  and  gentlenefs :  when  they  called  in 
queftion  the  fuperiority  of  Bimops,  and  pre 
tended  to  a  democracy  in  the  Church  ;  when 
fome  of  them  declared,  that  in  the  Church  of 
England  there  was  no  lawful    calling   of   mi- 
nifters,  nor  any  miniftry ;  that  the  elections   of 
minifters  and  bimops  were  tyrannous;  and  that 
Archbimops,    Bimops,    Deans,   and  Archdea 
cons  were  but  offices  and  names  of  impiety  ; 
their  propositions  were  with  great  candour  de 
bated  and  difcufled.    But  what  was  begun  per 
haps  <c  with  laudable  conceptions  of  the  ma 
lignity   of  popiih   principles,    and   their  fatal 
afpect  upon  the   civil   and  religious  rights  of 
the  people,"  ended  in  downright  faction.  For 
they  affirmed,   that  the  confent  of  the  Ma- 
gift  rate  was  not  to  be  attended  to ;  they  began 
to  make  many  in  doubt  to  take  oaths,  which 
is  one  of  the  fundamental  parts  of  juftice  ; 
having  refolved    not   to  be    quiet,    unlefs  the 
public    eftablimment  was    altered,    and   their 
own  favourite  platform  of  church-government 

and 
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and  difcipline  fettled  in  its  room,  they  began 
to  vaunt  of  their  ftrength  and  the  number  of 
their  partizans,  and  to  ufe  threats  that  their 
caufe  would  prevail  through  uproar  and  vio 
lence.  This,  and  much  more  to  the  fame 
purpofe,  maybe  feen  in  Sir  Francis  Walfingham's 
Letter  to  Monfieur  Critoy ;  which  is  recorded 
by  Bifhop  Burnet,  as  a  moft  important  piece 
of  hiftory  (u)  ;  being  written  by  one  of  the 
wifeft  and  moft  virtuous  minifters  of  that  age. 
Hereupon  the  State  was  compelled  to  hold 
fomewhat  a  harder  hand  to  reftrain  them  than 
before,  yet  it  was  with  as  great  moderation  as 
the  public  peace  would  permit.  And  in  this 
critical  juntfture,  though  the  articles  of  re 
ligion  could  not  be  fet  out  immediately,  till 
the  convocation  met,  yet  they  were  prepared 
foon  after  ;  and  for  the  prefent,  a  fhort  profef- 
fion  of  dodrine  was  agreed  upon,  which  all 
incumbents  were  obliged  to  read  and  publifh  to 
their  people.  And  was  it  reafonably  to  be  ex- 
pelted,  that  the  Queen  flhould  enter  into  any 
treaty  afterwards  with  thefe  men,  to  alter  any 
thing  in  the  Government  of  the  church  ?  Tier 
apprehenfions  were  from  the  Puritans.  She 
had  therefore  very  different  notions  of  refor 
mation,  from  what  the  original  compilers  of 
the  articles  had  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward. 
They  meant  to  exclude  all  from  the  minidry, 

(u)  Hiftory  of  the  Reformation,  vol.  ii.  p.  418. 
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who  had  any  tin&ure  of  popery ;  (he  on  the 
contrary  made>lfery  confiderable  abatements  in 
thofe  terms  of  proteftant  communion,  which 
had  been  infifted  on  before ;  and  for  that  pur- 
pole,  the  reviewers  of  King  Edward's  articles 
ftruck  out  a  long  paflage  againft  the  real  pre- 
fence  ;  and  the  rubrick,  which  had  been 
added  at  the  end  of  the  Communion  in 
the  fecond  book  of  King  Edward,  was  now 
omitted.  It  does  not  appear,  that  this  had  any 
great  influence  to  drive  the  Calvinifts  from  the 
Communion  of  the  Church  (w).  The  violent 
contefts  that  arofe  between  the  rigid  Epifcopa- 
lians  and  the  Puritans,  during  the  latter  part  of 
Queen  Elizabeth's  reign  and  fome  part  of  the 
reign  of  King  James  the  firft,  were  concern 
ing  fubfcriptions  to  thofe  articles,  which  related 
to  the  hierarchy.  Differences  there  were,  but 
no  great  animofities  between  them  in  other 
matters.  The  Puritans  did  not  refufe  to  fub- 
fcribe  to  the  doctrinal  and  Sacramental  anti- 
cles,  or,  which  was  the  fame  thing,  to  fub- 
fcribe  to  them  all  with  an  exception  or  pro- 

(tu)  If  on  the  other  hand  it  be  true,  as  is  afTerted  in  the 
Confeflional,  p.  87.  "  that  this  mutilation  of  the  ar 
ticle  concern! og  the  real  prefence  was  one  of  thofe  things, 
which  drove  the  ancient  Puritans  out  of  the  Efrablifhed 
Church  ;"  we  may  then  change  our  pofture  of  defence, 
and  raife  nn  apology  for  our  prefent  articles  from  the  ner 
cecity  of  excluding  the  Puritans  out  of  the  church,  by  a 
tefl  which  none  of  them  would  comply  with. 
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teftation  to  fuch  as  concerned  church- govern 
ment  or  difcipline.  But  after  the  publication 
of  the  Canons  of  1603,  they  refufed  to  fub- 
fcribe  not  only  to  the  hierarchal  articles,  but  to 
the  reft  likewife ;  becaufe  the  purpofe,  if  not 
the  doflrine,  of  the  church  was  fomewhat 
varied  in  the  matter  of  the  legal  Supremacy  ; 
which,  as  extended  to  eccleiiaftical  matters, 
had  been  an  offence  from  the  beginning  to 
Puritans,  as  well  as  Papifts.  The  Calvinifts 
in  Holland  ftrenuoufly  infifted,  that  the  church 
conftituted,  as  theirs  was,  upon  a  republican 
model,  had  a  power  fuperior  to  the  Magiftrate ; 
and  as  often  as  any  extraordinary  countenance 
was  fhewn  to  Papifts,  either  in  the  reign  of 
Queen  Elizabeth  or  her  Succeffor,  the  Englifh 
Puritans  gave  no  obfcure  intimations,  that  they 
entertained  the  fame  notions  j  and  upon  the 
fame  principle,  they  took  great  offence  after 
wards  at  the  addition  made  by  Archbifhop 
Bancroft  to  the  dodtrine  contained  in  the 
Thirty-feventh  article  of  religion,  as  it  is 
enlarged  in  the  firft  article  of  the  Thirty-fixth 
canon. 

And  is  not  the  cafe  much  the  fame  now  ? 
whatever  objections  the  Diflenters  may  make 
to  the  dodtrines  of  the  church  of  England, 
it  is  the  difcipline  which  they  diflike  moft : 
hence  arifes  their  non-acquiefcence  in  the 
articles,  and  their  repeated  attempts  to  have 
them  altered.  And  if  we  carry  our  view  of 
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their  former  condudt  farther,  during  the  reigns 
of  James  the  firft  and  the  two  Charles's,  fhall 
we  wonder  that  the  church  has  been  fome- 
what  afraid  to  take  them  into  her  bofom  ?  or 
rather,  that  fhe  has  fufpefted  a  formed  deflgn 
of  entirely  ruining  her  eftablifhment,  and  rai- 
fing  one  of  their  own  in  its  ftead.  But  we  are 
told  by  a  writer  on  their  fide,  that  tf  the  body 
of  the  diffenteVs  are  friends  to  an  eftablifhment, 
and  would  be  fo  even  to  our  eftablifliment, 
provided  our  foundations  were  a  little  larger, 
and  fome  proper  alterations  were  made ;"  and 
then  he  adds  for  our  comfort,  that  "  thefe 
alterations  would  not  in  the  leaft  leffen  the 
honours  or  revenues  of  the  Church,  or  render 
the  eftablifhment  of  it  in  the  leaft  more  pre 
carious  or  feeble  (#)."  I  would  afk  him 
then  in  the  words  of  the  fame  learned  and 
judicious  Prelate,  who  introduced  this  courte 
ous  writer  to  my  acquaintance ;  "  are  the 
doftrine,  or  the  polity  of  the  Church  of 
England,  or  both,  to  be  affeded  by  thefe 
alterations  ?"  probably  not  only  her  articles, 
but  the  Liturgy  likewife,  and  other  parts  of 
the  eccleiiaftical  conftituticn  muft  be  re 
formed  ;  her  whole  polity  is  to  be  fubverted, 
as  not  ftanding  upon  a  fcriptural  foundation  ; 
her  methods  of  ordination,  inftitution,  and 
jurifdldion  mufl  be  changed,  to  fatisfy  this 

(#5  The  Difputc  better  adj lifted.     Loud,  1732. 
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author  and  his  adherents.  <c  And  are  the 
Governors  and  Members  of  the  church  of 
England  to  have  no  fatisfadtion  given  to  them, 
that  thefe  alterations  are  right  to  be  made  ? 
might  not  fome  of  them  be  repugnant  or  dif- 
paraging  to  doctrines,  which  they  efteem  very 
important  truths  ?  might  not  others  break  in 
upon  ancient  conftitutions,  which  they  think 
of  apoftolical  or  divine  authority,  and  there 
fore,  not  to  be  given  up  to  any  demands  (y)  r" 
We  may  therefore,  from  the  long  experience 
which  we  have  had  of  the  fpirit  and  temper  of 
the  diflenters  towards  the  Church,  lay  down 
this  pofition  ;  that  if  paftors  and  teachers  were 
to  be  authorized  and  fent  forth  among  the 
people  without  a  teft  to  difcover,  whether  they 
aflent  to  the  eftablifhed  confeffion  ;  which  teft 
is  deemed  likewife  a  fufficient  fecurity  for  the 
exclufion  of  thofe  who  diflent  therefrom,  from 
the  profits  and  emoluments  of  the  miniftry; 
the  confequence  would  be,  that  the  eftablifh- 
ment  of  the  national  church  would  be  very 
much  endangered. 

Nor  would  this  danger  arife  only,  or  prin 
cipally,  from  the  Prefbyterians,  Independents, 
and  Anabaptifts  -,  but  there  is  a  numerous 
body  of  Arians,  Socinians,  and  Anti-trinita- 

(y)  Bifliop  Ellys's  Plea  for  the  Sacramental  Teft,  &c.  in 
his  Trafts  on  the  Spiritual  and  Temporal  Liberty  of  Pro- 
teihnts  in  England.  Part  i,  p.  137. 
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rians,  who  are  very  much  increafed  of  late 
years.  And  all  thefe,  though  they  differ 
among  themfelves,  will  probably  agree  in  being 
enemies  to  the  eftablifhed  church,  and  in 
their  endeavours  to  weaken  and  fubvert  it ; 
becaufe  in  its  fubverfion  they  may  all  hope  to 
find  their  feveral  advantages  ;  an  exemption  at 
leaft  from  the  unjuft  burden,  as  it  is  accounted, 
of  paying  to  an  eftablifhed  miniftry. 

But  it  muft  be  obferved  farther,  that  the 
abolition  of  Subfcriptions  confidered  as  a  teft, 
would  not  be  likely  to  be  made  with  fuch  a 
general  acquiefcence,  as  fome  perfons  may 
imagine  ;  who  confider  it  as  "  an  affair  in 
which  the  prejudices  of  the  people  have 
nothing  to  do  (z)"  If  it  has  been  iniinuated 
on  the  one-hand,  "  that  the  points  in  queftion 
are  fome  fanciful  fyftems,  which  have  been 
ingrafted  on  the  religion  of  the  gofpel  (a)  •" 
it  has  been  admitted  on  the  other,  ct  that 
whatever  unfettles  the  foundations  of  govern 
ment,  affefts  the  well-being  of  fociety,  or  any 
way  difturbs  the  peace  and  quiet  of  the  world, 
is  of  very  deftrudtive  confequence  ;  and  the 
man  who  fliould  retrieve  fifty  fpeculative  truths 
at  the  expence  of  one  faftion,  would  be  a  very 
pernicious  member  of  fociety  (£)."  I  am 
willing  to  believe,  and  will  venture  to  affert 

(2)  Confeflional,  p.  337. 
0)  Ibid.  p.  313. 
(b)  Ibid.  p.  309. 
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it,  that  the  body  of  the  people  were  never 
lefs  difpofed  to  think  difrefpe&fully  of  the 
doftrines  and  polity  of  the  church  of  England. 
They  were  never  more  impatient  to  be  driven 
from  their  old  habits,  and  put  out  of  their  way, 
in  the  offices  or  any  other  matters  of  religion ; 
efpecially  thofe,  which  they  themfelves  are  to 
pradlife,  and  have  a  perfonal  concern  in. 
And  whatever  may  be  the  grounds  of  this  te- 
nacioufnefs  ;  whether  they  difcern,  that  thofe 
who  are  led  by  their  office  to  think  continually 
on  thofe  things  which  concern  religion,  are 
moft  likely  to  judge  rightly  about  them  ;  or, 
becaufe  they  cannot  eafily  be  brought  to  ex 
amine  their  own  opinions  and  popular  fafhions, 
with  attention  fufficient  to  enable  them  to 
judge,  either  of  the  efficacy  of  the  various 
fchemes  of  innovating  men,  or  the  propriety 
and  expediency  of  applying  them  ;  yet  the 
confequence  will  be  the  fame  in  either  cafe : 
and  it  becomes  them,  who  have  the  care  of 
the  public,  to  confider  well  in  all  propofals  to 
be  reduced  to  practice,  the  prejudices,  tempers, 
and  conftitutions,  that  are  known  to  be  among 
us.  There  is  moreover  fuch  an  intimate  con- 
nedtion  between  the  ecclefiaftical  ftate  and  the 
civil ;  fo  that  any  alteration  in  the  one  would 
have  a  dangerous  operation  on  the  other ;  and 
the  middle  and  lower  fort  of  people  have  fuch 

(b)  Confeffional,  p,  309. 
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an  inbred  veneration  for  the  Church,  in  which 
they  have  been  taught  to  fearch  the  fcriptures 
for  the  grounds  of  their  faith ;  as  well  as  for 
the  civil  conftitution  likewife,  under  which  they 
enjoy  their  liberties  without  interruption  •>  that 
they  will  not  eafily  be  brought  off  from  their 
zealous  attachments  to  either.  Now  in  thefe 
difpofitions  of  the  nation,  it  is  very  eafy  to  fore- 
fee  5  that  in  cafe  Subfcriptions,  which  are  the 
fortifications  of  our  national  Church,  the  bul 
wark  and  fecurityof  its  dodrine  and  polity,  be 
removed  out  of  the  way  of  the  feveral  forts  of 
diffenters,  of  the  men  of  latitude  and  free 
thinkers,  and  of  others  too,  who  are  averfe  or 
very  indifferent  to  the  Regal  Government ; 
great  animofities  and  contefts  muft  enfue  :  for 
there  will  not  be  wanting,  on  the  other  fide, 
men  of  intereft  and  fpirit,  united  by  principles 
of  duty  and  confcience,  and  by  a  facred  regard 
for  the  civil  and  religious  liberties  of  their 
country,  to  adl  together,  as  occafion  may  re 
quire,  for  the  dignity  and  fupport  of  the  prefent 
Eftablifhment. 
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